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THE REPLY FILED 03 January 2004 FAILS TO PLACE THIS APPLICATION IN CONDITION FOR ALLOWANCE 
Therefore further action by the applicant is required to avoid abandonment of this appNcat on A proper rertvto a 
final rejection under 37 CFR 1 .1 13 may only be either: (1) a timely filed amendment A^rtaV»^JiSffil£i1n 

SS3E& s^a'Js^^flir - (with appeal fee): or (3) a time,y ^^o^ 

PERIOD FOR REPI Y [check either a) or b)J 

a) [X] The period for reply expires 3_months from the mailing date of the final rejection. 

b) D IiTh i0d reP l!. XPi ?! T ° ) the maiNn9 da,e ° f thiS AdviSOry Ac,ion - or &> the date set f ° rtn ^ final rejection whichever is later In no 

SSft^EEE™ the S ' atUt0,y penod f0r reply expire later than SIX M0NTHS from the mai^g date of the final reiect on 
706^ TH ' S B ° X WHEN ™ E F ' RST REPLY WAS RLED WITH,N ™° MONTHS OF THE RNAL REJECTION. See MPEP 
Extensions of time may be obtained under 37 CFR 1.136(a). The date on which the oetition und^r -\i pfr 1 i«3/ a \ a ^*h ■ * • , 

1 D ,°l Appea ' WaS fi ' ed 0n • A PP ellan *'s Brief must be filed within the period set forth in 

37 CFR 1.192(a), or any extension thereof (37 CFR 1.191(d)), to avoid dismissal of the appeal. 

2. Q The proposed amendment(s) will not be entered because: 

(a) M they raise new issues that would require further consideration and/or search (see NOTE below); 

(b) □ they raise the issue of new matter (see Note below); 

(c) D S^tSnSd^ lace the application in better form for appeal by material,y reducin9 or simplif y in 9 the 

(d) □ they present additional claims without canceling a corresponding number of finally rejected claims. 

NOTE: See Continuation Sheet . 

3. D Applicant's reply has overcome the following rejections): 

4D N ot:XTZ:zTe ass — would be al,owab,e if submitted in a separate - time,y fiied 

I? a)D affld ^ H 'J b) Q exhibit - or c ® ^est ^r reconsideration has been considered but does NOT 
r r-i -S i? ■ a PP |lcatlon "i condition for allowance because: See Continuation Sheet 

rl^tZ °p 6Xhibit Wi ",K°J b& , considered because « is not directed SOLELY to issues which were newly 
raised by the Examiner in the final rejection. y 

7.LS For purposes of Appeal, the proposed amendment(s) a)D will not be entered or b)D will be entered and an 
explanation of how the new or amended claims would be rejected is provided below or appended. 
The status of the claim(s) is (or will be) as follows: 

Claim(s) allowed: . 

Claim(s) objected to: . 


Claim(s) rejected: 1-13 . 
Claim(s) withdrawn from consideration: 


8. D The drawing correction filed on isa)D approved or b)Q disapproved by the Examiner. 

9. D Note the attached Information Disclosure Statement(s)( PTO-1449) Paper No(s). 

10O Other: 

ALEXANDER M^W 
PRIMARY b^A^lNfcM 

Alexander Markoff 
Primary Examiner 

U.S. Patent and Trademark Office ' ' " ■ All Unit 1746 
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Continuation Sheet (PTOL-303) 
*1 0/036,250 


Application No. 


Continuation of 2. NOTE: The applicants proposed to amend the claims by introducing a limitation "convex" into the independent claims. 
This limitation was not previously presented and considered . 


Continuation of 5. does NOT place the application in condition for allowance because: the arguments are based on the proposed 
amendment, which would not be entered . 
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